extended up to and including the end of the 140 flight exten-
sion when that work was completed.

The respondent's interpretation of the regulatory lan-
guage found in paragraphs (1) and (3) of section 75.11Q3-4 (a) ,
is that the 24 hour exception applies to the sensors at the
beginning and end of a belt flight as well as the sensors
which are required at intervals of 125 feet along the belt
flight.  Respondent's representative conceded that when the
belt was advanced 140 feet, sensor's were required at the
beginning and end of that belt flight.  However, he took the
position that the fire sensor line would be advanced to the
beginning of the flight when the belt is advanced, and that
the respondent would still have 24 hours within which to
advance the line to the -end .of the flight (Tr. 87-88).
Respondent's representative argued that section 75.1103-4
does not impose any time period within which the sensors must
be located at the beginning and end of a belt flight, and he
asserted that since the regulation does not differentiate as
to when sensors must be installed at the beginning and end of
a belt flight, the respondent is free to rely on the 24 hour
for the installation of sensors at both locations (Tr.
99-100).  His interpretation of the exception noted in para-
graph (1) is that it also applies to the end of a belt flight
(Tr. 101).

Respondent argues that requiring a sensor at the end of
the belt flight immediately upon the completion of the instal-
lation of the belt flight, while permitting 24 hours to
install one at the beginning, is inconsistent because the
beginning and intervening 125-foot locations will be without
fire sensor protection for a 24-hour period, while the end of
the belt will be immediately protected.  Petitioner maintains
that requiring a sensor at the end immediately within the
completion of the belt flight will insure fire protection at
the critical tailpiece loading point where equipment is opera-
ting and coal accumulations or spillage are most likely to
occur.  Since the remaining portion of the belt will be pro-
tected with sensors located at intervals of 125 feet, peti-
tioner maintains that requiring the immediate location of the
sensor at the end of the belt will simply insure that the
entire belt flight has fire sensoring devices when it is
installed and operational.

Petitioner maintains that the acceptance of the respon-
dent's interpretation of the standard will result in the use
of an unprotected belt flight during coal production. Since
the 24 hour exception applies to production hours, petitioner
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